Message

From: Wayne Nastri [wnastri@ edstrategicsolutions.com]

Sent: 7/23/2013 10:21:31 PM

To: Hough, Palmer [/o=Exchangelabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group
(FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=51cd0b0d81ac416fa265944d6e6575ce-PHough]

Subject: FW: Reasons to Trash EPA Assessment on Bristol Bay....according to McGroarty...

Attachments: 2013 08 01 Kavanaugh Invitation.pdf; 2013 08 01 McGroarty Invitation.pdf

FYI. We got this (below) from committee staff. Attached are the invites for the Rs...

Wayne Nastr

Co-President

£4 Strategic Solutions, inc.
California - Washington, D.C.

M. 949.463.2227
wrastri@edstrategicsolutions.com
www.e4strategicsolutions.com

PRIVILEGE AND CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE

The information in this E-mail is for the sole use of the Intended recipient{s}. It may contain information which is
privileged, confidential, copyrighted, or otherwise protected from disclosure. If vou are not the intended recipient, you
ore hereby formally notified thet any review, use, copying, disclosure, or distribution of this E-mail, in whole or in port, is
strictly prohibited. If vou think thot yvou have received this F-mail in ervor, please notify the seader immediately by
replying to this F-mail or by calling (8948} 463-2227, and delete the F-moil and destroy oll copies of the origingl

message. Thank you.

This will be a big topic of interest to Broun

Subject: FW: Reasons to Trash EPA Assessment on Bristol Bay....according to McGroarty...

{thinik this is the specific item that has been loosely referred to by Raj and you seamed to know of it. Interesting reading. |
went back and read her affidavit. Not good. Don't think i matters too much in the EPA assessment but | can see how this one
thing will be blown up out of all proportion fust as the mistaken footnotes and un-peerreviewed work in IPCC were blown up.
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Sent: Tuesday, July 23, 2013 4:43 PM

Subject: Reasons to Trash EPA Assessment on Bristol Bay....according to McGroarty...

hittp://americanresources.org/a-response-to-the-epas-release-of-its-revised-bristol-bay-watershed-assessment/

A Response to the EPA’s Release of its Revised Bristol Bay Watershed Assessment

gy Daniel McGroarty | Posted: Apri 99 2013 o1 8118 am

?feb‘c&ic region of ‘«i)uih“xslnml A‘iwim, Dnforiunately, 810 ElAs stmiy re.ile:s on reseau‘“ch cr.mducteé hy 8;1@ U A ﬁm; Stralus L;nn&uiiing
and its Managing Scientist, Ann Maest, both of whom just a fow short davs apo publicly admilted to falsifving o ressarch veport,

When the energy company Chevion discovered that Stratus and others had lsified environmental research used to win a 310 lillion
Tudement asatust the company o an Bewndorean conrt, Chevron sued Stvatus and otbers in a deral court in New York, acousing the
Hirm of rcketeering and fraud. As thatl case procesded, Stratus published a 28-page atfidavit and 16 pages of individual declarations
dizavowing the rescarch i had produced in Eeuador,

i RPN R T

Stratus Execeutive Vice President Douglas nan declared in the affidavit, "1 disavow any and all fudings and conclusions w all ofmy

reports and testimony on the Feuador project”

Ann Moest, Managing Selentist for Stratuy, in her own declaration, stated. “1 now believe that the damapes assessment in the Uabrer

Beport and Cabrera Response is tainted. Thevetore, | disavow any and all ﬁndmgs and vonclugions o oll of wmy reports and testimony on
the Ecuador Project.”

As President of Arnerican Resourves Poliey Network, a non-partisan educaiion and public palicy research organization, this ereatly
concerns me, The revised Bristol Bay Walershed Assessment ciles two documents anthored by Masst in two chaplers, resulling in four
citalion notes, These documents ave cited a total of 11 Bwes in the oxt of the assessment, and seven of those ave tn conjunction with

Stratus Consnlting. (Full citations ave pasted below)

The EPA s decision to publish a report that relivs on Maest's research mere days afler the firm and s individual have boen diseredited
is troubling. Even before publicly admitting to fulsifving research, Maest had been hived 25 o consuliont by numerons anti-mining
advocacy gronps, catling her obijectivity inlo question. Une of them 15 £ 58Ps, which stales on ils website that, “Since 2007 CSP has been
providing technical support o aloose coalition of sroups opposed o the proposed [Pebble] mine. £ 5P2 also ulilived ccx};lsu‘ﬂiams.“fuu;
Maest, Phobr, and Cam Wobis, Ph.D., from Stratus Consulting o provide technical support oo seochowmistyy and hydrolosy)

The EPA should withdraw Maest's rescareh from the assessmoent and conduet a thoroueh review of any and all work Stralus Consnlling

has done for ERA, Welve compiled all of the refercuees o Steatus to the Revised Bristol Bay Watershed Assessment below,
Maest document cilations and references in the text of the pssessments
Wobus, €. 4 Muaest, B, Prucha, and D Albers. 2ain. Poteatial Hydrologic and Waier Duality Alieration from Large-Scale Mining of

the Pebble Deposit tn Bristol Bay, Alashve: Resulis from an Integrated Huydrodogie Model of o Preliminary Mine Desinn (veviows dgit),

Bowlder CO: Stratus Uonsulling,
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Kufpers J. B A S Maest, KA MucHardy, and G Lopson. 2006, Compurison of Predicted and Avtual Water Quality at Hardrock

Mines: The Relinhility of Predictions in Enviranmentol Impoaci Statements.
Chupter 7 -Mine Footpring

Pa. 253 - Wobus of ol clted Open-woaler rearlies corresponded with arecs of high upwelling potentid modeled by Wohus et ol Po.

250 = Bigure modified from Wobus ot gl

Py, 225 - he only exeeption s an area of buerbusin groundwder braowifer that hos boen observed betiveen the South Fork Koktuli
River and Upper Tulorik Creel (PLE w011 Chapter 7, Wohus ot al sors)”

P, 288 ~ “An assessment of hudrologic and water guolity issues ai the Fehble deposit wos independently performed by Wobus et ol

(e’

SWhere assumptivnns were simtlar betwveen this assessment and Wobus ot ol (0032} modeling efforis, streamflow medification

projections were similor.”

"Other significant divergences between siveunfhan olieration estimales in this assessrrent and Wobus el ol (2012) also are musl
Glely due 1o differences in the location of the WWTE awlfalls (Table 72017

Fo. 280 ~ Charts featuring extimates from Weobus et ol
Chapter 8§ — Wader Colloction, Treatment, and Dischurge

B 541 Water guality degradation af metal mtnes tn the Unitedd Stades fvave been revicwed and summpuerived in recent reporis
B R 4 < -
(Ruipers af al oo, Barthworks o)

Pa. 946 “Tlas wertainty is demonstroded By the record of innecurate wviter guality poedictions contained in envirommenial tnpuct

e

stutements for major hord rock metal mines in the United States (Kuipers et al soonl”

Py, sgn An assessment of hudrologic nnd water guality tssues af the Pebhle deposit was independently performed By Wohus ot ol
(oor2) Wabus ef ol (2012} used the same set of avatlable dota (primarily the EBD TPLE 001 ]) us this assessment and based theiv
modeling on the same mining plan (Ghallari el ol 2o Howewer, those authors made somewhat different assumptions in model
mplemeniation that nove different resulls,

Py 548 "Reviews of U, ntine records found thal 60 1o 0% of mines reported o waler collection oy trealmend fatlure (Kuipers el ol

2006, Barthworks 2012}, Improved design and praciiees shoold result in lower fridlure rates, bt it s unlikely that failure rates would

be lower thoor (0% vver the life of c mine
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